G.A.7b-0322: Witlibola by dirty tricks, in part and in toto HM 7/18/78 

In my initial rcviow of the records tliat reached me 6/28/78, a review to indicate 
which pages I wanted copied for other uses, my attention was taken by two that refer to 
Dallas Motorcycle Policeruan James ^ Chaney, krom Dallas files 89~43 these eure 

Serial s%ll6 and, in reverse chronological order, 9570. 

My interest in Chaney dates to 1964. Two are incorporated in Whitewash , completed 
^1 5/65. On reading these two Dallas records my interest was further attracted by a 
g3X)ss and deliberate lie - that Chaney had never been interviewed. Couched, however, to 
make a different interpretation possible. 

In this I also address possible motive in the sudden burst of witliholding of the 
names of SAs after more than half the Dallas file was processed without excisions of 
8A names. 

The name obliterated from 9614, I'm certain, is Charles it* Brown» Jr. Brown is one 
of the SAs who worked on the JI'K investigation. 

The lie is on p. 2 of 9614. It is tliaf'Dallas indices and references from Dallas 
indices regarding the assassination flail to indicate that CHANKY was interviewed by 
Agents of this Bureap following the assassination." 

At the bottom of the first page Brown quotes Lt. Jack Revill as saying "Chaney 
told illVILL that he had never been interviewed by anyone follov;ing the aseassination 
to obtain hie obaenfations as a witness." "The addition ol' "to obtain his observations 
as a v.'i tuess T( :i 'ro th. as: a;.;;.i.n;'t;..on, is j tan i. a douPt i 'i i t Chancii 'e 

1, hdJi intcj^iv t d I 0 OBI’AIH lilt OBJUkVaTIOIW AB A WITlDilSS * BlTf 

to Jin ethirely dif fe i^t observation (Caps from ribbon fault, not emphasis intended.) 

On 12/2B/6':i Chaney was interviewed by Sa itaymond Lester, whose report is page 
682 of one oi' the earliest conaolidatca reports, I thiidc the very fix-st, CD 4. Although 
Chiuisy was ouo oi itlie outriding DPD iuotorcyc\j(o nseorta he iu the DULY one not 
used ut; a Coimnisxiion wil.auuo tnid about whom 1 noulxi novor find any FBI report. Wow 
these were the closest of eyewitnesses. The others were called. In addition, as I state 
in Wtiitewash . in the opinion of Ofi'icer Studebaker, Chaney had done soiiie work that appeared 
to have significance. Studebaker' s lead was nevej* followed. 

froui Lester's report all he asked Ciianey about is having seen ‘'uck kuhy/the day 
after JI'K was killed jiiid the day b.l’ore ^‘■uby killed Oswald. ^ 

how the FBI was so exliaustive it coiiducted special hair examinations to prove that 
the hair (pu^^c) on tha blanket that was without any question Oswald's blanket Kas in 
fact 0:.,wald's liair. So I found two such oversights to be two t»o many and I was always 



interested in Chaney 




'i'hb fir.it tii.iu 1 had a cl^fice to look into the Chaney malter wao wlien I was in 
Dalliiti in iecenibor ly /1» Th . first si.utcnco ol that iiiurao is accurate and pertinent» 
"...failure to call Chaney no u witness is cleared up by a tape of his initial 
coiawent on what he saw; u bullet Idt JFK in the face. He could be wrong," this continues, 
or could liave liiisspoKeri hiuisalf. I tried to locate the- tapes. The station's news editor 
is deaj, others have no knowledge, and the owner's secretary, Gordon KcClendon, said he 
also liad no knoWiedgc of thoir proaont whereabouts or existence. But he had made a record 
in wliich part of the Chaney interview was included. He sent it to me and this is what 
Chaney did say. It was luiwanted testimony, as it would have been if he had corrected it 
in miy way. 

lioth of t. e cited Balias r>;Cords were in headquarters. If the FBI is now telling the 
truth neither was released in the 1 2/77 and ^/^e releases. I think the reason is obviouiss 
all Waaliington reporters would liavc known that the self— sei’Ving e;..planations worked into 
thorn are not valid - that the Couu.ission did not call Chaney. The FBI was in charge 
prioi' to the appointiiiont of the Commission and it wa; the Commission' s luaoor investi~ 
gativc arm. 

Tiuj next day, refer ing to tlds memo. Assistant Director Harold IM. BaJ^tt wrote 
iiiiO directing that Ciianey do interviewod imjuudiately. If this was done it is 

not included in these Dallas records. If it is in tViu HQ releases there is no possible 
way of locating it. 

PBlHi^ also oruered a review of otliei- cases of )X)liCfc not being interviewed. He 
dir. clod be given "promptly" to iljo C nural '^nventigutive i>ivlsion, whose files the 
FBI steadfastly refuaen to search - in any and all cases. No relevant record^ has 
been proviucvi by Dcillat; and again tlierc is no way ut Icnowing if it exists in the almost 
100,0. !0 pages of FJlh's: r- leases. 

I'hQ uiofiio to HAC inciuucs a quotation froui lormer Dallas police clrLel Gurry 

thut is uon^autonL with wlmt Clunioy said, tiimt "two mon were ihvoly|}^^ in tlie shooting" 
of JFK. It includou o: nronnionn iB' rXKrat“uyM|intiiy for Hpuoial Agoiit/noS'i'I and Ills 
present publicity..." 'i'lio rufurs to U>o noto from aee iiarvey Oswald lie destroyed. An 
extonsivo iOil j.uvo;>ti,;ation was conduetcu. All Dnlia.i FBI employeos provided statements. 
I'liero is virtually no reflection oi tliis in tho lilea just providt-u. If they are in the 
HQ rwleases thei'O is no way of finding’ thom. 

it will not possible to gO into all withhoiuiugs or to piviiare memos on thom all. 
1 have none it in thi.; cuso in part because of my iimriediato and continuing interest and 
because luotive for watluioiding outoidc the exemptions oi the Act can be peiceived. t 
was tiic FBI's job to interview Uiuuioy as a Fresidoutial escort inu.iediately. It didn't, 
it intoj.'viewcu liim about a minor mutter reiuten to duby and more r..;Cently it misrep- 
resented tluit no iatexview report is reflected in th.: Dallas indices. 



